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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on 30 October 2006. Claims 1, 3- 
12, 18-19, 21-29, 32-39, 42-46, and 50-52 are now pending in the present application and 
claims 2, 13-17, 20, 30-31, 40-41, and 43-49. This office action is made Final. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 

a. 25 July 2006 

is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97 and is being considered by the 
examiner. 

The IDS 1449 (see item a above) included reference documents that were not 
considered by the Examiner. The documents are the following: 

i. Documents US 2005/0273781 Al and US 2006/003 1587 Al post-date the filing date 
of the instant application and are not considered prior art. 

ii. Document US 2001/0019955 is a duplicate document that was submitted in an IDS 
1449 mailed on 1 1 January 2006 and has already been considered for the record. 

iii. Document US 2002/01 19800 was previously considered by the Examiner and made 
of record in PTO-892 Paper No. 03. 

Therefore, the documents listed in items i-v are lined through (or crossed-out) and 
have not been considered for the reasons as indicated in items i-iii above. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claims 4 and 43-49 objected to because of the following informalities: 

a. Claim 4 failed to properly mark-up (i.e., underlining) the newly added limitation 

". . .wherein the wireless local area telephone comprises a second display. . in line(s) 
2-3 of the claim. The Examiner interprets as though the Applicant intended to 
include this limitation in the amended claim. 

b. Claims 43-49 are labeled as ". . .canceled. . ." on pg. 7 listing of claims. The Examiner 
interprets as -claims 47-49- are the canceled claims. 

See MPEP § 714 and 37 CFR 1.121(c). Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 9-12, 18-19, 21-23, 25-29, 32-35, 37-39, 42-45, and 50-52 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uchiyama (US 6,766,175 B2) in view of Alexis 
(US 2004/0072544 Al) and Jaggers et al. (hereinafter Jaggers) (US 2002/0119800 Al). 

Regarding claim 1, Uchiyama discloses a docking station (2) which reads on the 
claimed "apparatus" comprising: 

an interface adapter/wireless cradle (8, 102) which reads on the claimed "wireless wide 
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area network telephone interface" (see col. 5, lines 14-20; col. 8, lines 64-67; col. 10, lines 
25-28; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7);" 

a transceiver (1 16) to communicate with a cordless telephone (6) which reads on the 
claimed "wireless local area telephone" (see col. 6, lines 55-61; Figs. 1, 7); and 

a controller (128) which reads on the claimed "first control module" to transfer a call 
received at the wireless wide area network telephone interface (8) to the transceiver (6) (see 
col. 5, lines 38-50; col. 5, line 60 - col. 6, line 11; col. 10, lines 35-43; col. 12, lines 53-67; 
Figs. 1,7,9 "ref. 146"); 

• a interface (8, 102) to communicate with a first type of external device (e.g., wireless 
telephone 4) (Figs. 1 and 7), where the docking station has an interface to connect with a 
wireless telephone; and 

a cordless cradle (16, 122) which reads on the claimed "second data interface" of a 
second type to communicate with a cordless telephone (6) which reads on the claimed 
"second type of external device" (see col. 6, lines 46-51; col. 10, lines 1-3; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7), 
where the interface that connects the phone (e.g., cordless) with the docking station is able to 
transmit memory and caller ID data, 

when a wireless telephone (4) which reads on the claimed "wireless wide area network 
telephone" is coupled to the wireless wide area network telephone interface (8) (see col. 5, 
lines 38-50; col. 5, line 60 - col. 6, line 11; col. 10, lines 35-43; col. 12, lines 53-67; Figs. 1, 
7, and 9 "ref. 146"), 

wherein the wireless wide area network telephone (4) comprises a first display (28) (see 
col. 7, line 14; Figs. 1, 3 A, and 7), and 
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wherein information associated with the call is displayed on the first display (28) (see col. 
11, lines 60-67; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7, 9, "ref. 148, 150"), where message (e.g., caller ID) of an 
incoming call from the wireless telephone (4). Uchiyama does not specifically disclose 
having the feature a universal serial bus (USB) interface to communicate with a first type of 
external device. However, the examiner maintains that the feature an interface to 
communicate with a first type of external device was well known in the art, as taught by 
Alexis. 

As further support in the same field of endeavor, Alexis discloses the features an 
interface to communicate with a first type of external device (109) (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 2-3, 
[0031]; Figs. 1, 15, and 4), where the base unit (cradle 204) has interface circuitry (106) 
which connects to other devices (109, 1 10). Also, Alexis furthers supports the feature a 
second data interface of a second type to communicate with a second type of external device 
(1 10) (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 2-3, [0031]; Figs. 1,15, and 4), where the interfaces of the base 
unit (204) are connectable to multiple communication devices (109, 1 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama and Alexis to have the feature 
an interface to communicate with a first type of external device, in order for users to make 
wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a connected 
interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). The combination of 
Uchiyama and Alexis does not specifically disclose having the feature a universal serial bus 
(USB) interface to communicate with a first type of external device. However, the examiner 
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maintains that the feature a universal serial bus (USB) interface to communicate with a first 
type of external device was well known in the art, as taught by Jaggers. 

In the same field of endeavor, Jaggers discloses the feature a universal serial bus 
(USB) interface to communicate with a first type of external device (see pg. 3, [0028]; pg. 2- 
3, [0027]; pg. 2, [0013]; Figs. 1A-D and 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature a universal serial bus (USB) interface to communicate with a first type of external 
device, in order to enhance existing wireless communication device capabilities and features 
available in a docking station, as taught by Jaggers (see pg. 1, [001 1]). 

Regarding claim 3, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, wherein the wireless local area telephone (6) 
comprises a cordless telephone handset (6) which reads on the claimed "wireless local area 
handset" (see col. 5, lines 38-40; Figs. 1, 4A). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, wherein the wireless local area telephone comprises a 
second display (52) (see col. 7, line 60; Figs. 4A, 1, 7). 

Regarding claim 5, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 4), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 4, wherein the wireless local area telephone (6) 
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comprises a cordless telephone (6) which reads on the claimed "desktop telephone" (see col. 
5, lines 14-18; col. 2, lines 4-12; Figs. 4A, 1, 7), where the cordless telephone rests in and 
communicates with the docking station (2) in which the docking station would be located in a 
physical location such as wall mounted or desktop. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, wherein the transceiver (116) includes an antenna 
(114) assembly responsive to a 900 MHz transceiver which reads on the claimed "driver" 
(see col. 6, lines 55-61; Figs. 1, 5, 7 "ref. 118"). 

Regarding claim 9, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1 wherein the wireless wide area network telephone (4) is 
a wireless telephone (4) which reads on the claimed "PCS telephone" (see col. 5, lines 28-37; 
Figs. 1,7). 

Regarding claim 10, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, further comprising: 

a speakerphone (22) which reads on the claimed "speaker" (see col. 8, lines 38-48; Fig. 5, 

7); 

a function key (74) which reads on the claimed "second control module" to communicate 
an incoming voice portion of the call received at the wireless wide area network telephone 
interface (8) to the speaker (22) (see col. 8, lines 38-48; col. 11, lines 13-25; Figs. 2, 5, 7). 
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Regarding claim 11, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, further comprising: 

a speakerphone (22) which reads on the claimed "microphone" (see col. 8, lines 38-48; 
col. 11, lines 13-25; Figs. 2, 5, 7); and 

the second control module (74) to provide an outgoing voice portion received at the 
microphone to the wireless wide area network interface (see col. 8, lines 38-48; col. 1 1, lines 
13-25; Figs. 2, 5, 7). 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1 1, further comprising an alphanumeric keypad (18) (see 
col. 8, lines 26-37; col. 11, lines 13-18; Figs. 2, 5, 7). 

Regarding claim 18, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, further comprising a power supply adapter (10, 106) 
which reads on the claimed "battery charger" for charging a battery in the wireless wide area 
network telephone (4) (see col. 6, lines 13-19; col. 10, lines 7-10; Figs. 1, 7). 

Regarding claim 19, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 1), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 1, further comprising: 

a battery charger (10) for charging a battery in the wireless wide area telephone (4) (see 
col. 6, lines 13-19; col. 10, lines 7-10; Figs. 1, 7); and 
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a battery charger (10) for charging a battery in the wireless local area telephone (6) (see 
col. 6, lines 13-19; col. 10, lines 7-10; Figs. 1, 7). 

Regarding claim 21, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 1 . Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the first type of 
external device is a personal computer (PC). However, the examiner maintains that the 
feature wherein the first type of external device is a personal computer (PC) was well known 
in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the first type of external device is a 
computer systems (110) which reads on the claimed "personal computer (PC)" (see pg. 2, 
[0028]; pg. 3, [0031]; Figs. 1,15,4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the first type of external device is a personal computer (PC), in order for 
users to make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device 
via a connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 22, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 1. Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the first type of 
external device is a camera. However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein the 
first type of external device is a camera was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the first type of external device is a 
personal video recording devices (109, 1 10) which reads on the claimed "camera" (see pg. 2, 
[0028]; pg. 3, [0031]; Figs. 1, 15, 4). 
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As a note, Jaggers also further discloses the feature wherein the first type of external 
device is a camera (see pg. 3, [0028]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the first type of external device is a camera, in order for users to make 
wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a connected 
interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 23, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 1 . Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the first type of 
external device is a personal data assistant (PDA). However, the examiner maintains that the 
feature wherein the first type of external device is a personal data assistant (PDA) was well 
known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the first type of external device'is a 
personal data assistant (PDA) (108, 109, 1 10) (see pg. 2, [0028-0029]; pg. 3, [0031]; pg. 1 1, 
[0085]; Figs. 1, 15, 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the first type of external device is a personal data assistant (PDA), in 
order for users to make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication 
device via a connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Uchiyama and Alexis discloses every 
limitation claimed as applied above in claim 1. The combination of Uchiyama and Alexis 
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does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the first data interface is a universal 
serial bus (USB) interface. However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein the 
first data interface is a universal serial bus (USB) interface was well known in the art, as 
taught by Jaggers. 

Jaggers further discloses the feature wherein the first data interface is a universal 
serial bus (USB) interface (see pg. 3, [0028]; pg. 2-3, [0027]; pg. 2, [0013]; Figs. 1A-D and 
3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the first data interface is a universal serial bus (USB) interface, in order 
to enhance existing wireless communication device capabilities and features available in a 
docking station, as taught by Jaggers (see pg. 1, [001 1]). 

Regarding claim 26, the combination of Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed 
as applied above in claim 1. Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature 
wherein the second data interface is a portable media reader and/or writer interface. 
However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein the second data interface is a 
portable media reader and/or writer interface was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the second data interface is a portable 
media reader and/or writer interface (see pg. 3, [0031]; pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 6, [0052]; pg. 5, 
[0046-0047]; pg. 1, [0009]; Figs. 1, 15, 4), where the interface circuitry (106, 204) is 
connected to communication devices (1 10, 109) such as computer systems or video recording 
devices in which the portable media reader and/or writer interface would be inherent to 
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record and/or store information as evidenced by the fact that one of ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly recognize. 

As a note, Jaggers also further discloses the feature wherein the second data interface 
is a portable media reader and/or writer interface (see pg. 3, [0028]), where the docking 
station is coupled to I/O devices such as CD and floppy drives. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the second data interface is a portable media reader and/or writer 
interface, in order for users to make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline 
communication device via a connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, 
[0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 27, Uchiyama discloses a method comprising: 
receiving an incoming call signal from a wireless wide area network telephone (4) at a 

docking station (2) which reads on the claimed "base station" (see col. 11, lines 53-60; col. 5, 

lines 46-50; Figs. 1,7, 9); and 

initiating communication from the base station (2) to a wireless local area telephone (6) 

in response to receiving the incoming call signal (see col. 11, lines 53-60; col. 5, lines 46-50; 

Figs. 1,7,9), 

wherein information associated with the call is displayed at a display (52) of the wireless 
local area telephone when the wireless wide area network telephone (4) is docked at the base 
station (see col. 11, lines 33-37,60-67; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7, 9 "ref. 148, 150"), where message 
(e.g., caller ID) of an incoming call from the wireless telephone (4) is received at the docking 
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station (2) and the cordless telephone (6). Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having 
the feature communicating with an external device through a universal serial bus (USB) 
interface. However, the examiner maintains that the feature communicating with an external 
device through a interface was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

As further support in the same field of endeavor, Alexis discloses the feature 
communicating with an external device (109,1 10) through a interface (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 
2-3, [0031]; Figs. 1, 15, and 4), where the base unit (cradle 204) has interface circuitry which 
connects to other devices (109, 1 10). Also, Alexis discloses of having interfaces of the 
cradle (204) being connected to multiple communication devices (109, 1 10) (see pg. 2, 
[0028]; pg. 2-3, [0031]; Figs. 1, 15, and 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama and Alexis to have the feature 
communicating with an external device through a interface, in order for users to make 
wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a connected 
interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). The combination of 
Uchiyama and Alexis does not specifically disclose having the feature communicating with 
an external device through a universal serial bus (USB) interface. However, the examiner 
maintains that the feature communicating with an external device through a universal serial 
bus (USB) interface was well known in the art, as taught by Jaggers. 

In the same field of endeavor, Jaggers discloses the feature communicating with an 
external device through a universal serial bus (USB) interface (see pg. 3, [0028]; pg. 2-3, 
[0027]; pg. 2, [0013]; Figs. 1 A-D and 3). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature communicating with an external device through a universal serial bus (USB) 
interface, in order to enhance existing wireless communication device capabilities and 
features available in a docking station, as taught by Jaggers (see pg. 1, [001 1]). 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 27), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising charging the wireless wide area network 
telephone (4) from the base station (2) (see col 6, lines 13-19; col. 10, lines 7-10; Figs. 1, 7). 

Regarding claim 29, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 28), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the method of claim 28, further comprising charging the wireless local area 
telephone (6) from the base station (2) (see col. 6, lines 13-19; col. 10, lines 7-10; Figs. 1, 7). 

Regarding claim 32, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 27. Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the wherein the external device is 
a personal computer (PC). However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein the 
external device is a personal computer (PC) was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the external device is a computer systems 
(110) which reads on the claimed "personal computer (PC)" (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 3, [0031]; 
Figs. 1,15,4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
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the feature wherein the external device is a personal computer (PC), in order for users to 
make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a 
connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 33, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 27. Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the external 
device is a camera. However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein the external 
device is a camera was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the external device is a personal video 
recording devices (109, 1 10) which reads on the claimed "camera" (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 3, 
[0031]; Figs. 1,15,4). 

As a note, Jaggers also further discloses the feature wherein the first type of external 
device is a camera (see pg. 3, [0028]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the external device is a camera, in order for users to make wireless 
telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a connected interface 
circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). 

Regarding claim 34, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 27), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising communicating with an external device 
(6) through a second standardized interface (16, 122) (see col. 6, lines 46-51; col. 10, lines 1- 
3; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7). Also, Alexis furthers supports the feature communicating with an external 
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device (1 10) through second standardized interface (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 2-3, [0031]; Figs. 
1,15, and 4), where the interfaces of the base unit (204) are connectable to multiple 
communication devices (109, 1 10). 

Regarding claim 35, Uchiyama discloses every limitation claimed as applied above in 
claim 34. Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the second 
standardized interface is a portable media reader and/or writer interface. However, the 
examiner maintains that the feature wherein the second standardized interface is a portable 
media reader and/or writer interface was well known in the art, as taught by Alexis. 

Alexis further discloses the feature wherein the second standardized interface is a 
portable media reader and/or writer interface (see pg. 3, [0031]; pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 6, [0052]; 
pg. 5, [0046-0047]; pg. 1, [0009]; Figs. 1, 15, 4), where the interface circuitry (106, 204) is 
connected to communication devices (109) in which the portable media reader and/or writer 
interface would be inherent. 

As a note, Jaggers also further discloses the feature wherein the second data interface 
is a portable media reader and/or writer interface (see pg. 3, [0028]), where the docking 
station is coupled to I/O devices such as CD and floppy drives. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature wherein the second standardized interface is a portable media reader and/or writer 
interface, in order for users to make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline 
communication device via a connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, 
[0007, 0009]). 
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Regarding claim 37, Uchiyama discloses a method comprising: 
receiving an outgoing call request signal at a base station (2) from a wireless local area 

telephone (6) (see col. 12, lines 1 1-29; Fig. 10); and 

initiating from the base station (2) a call to be made from a wireless wide area network 

telephone (4) in response to receiving the outgoing call request signal (see col. 12, lines 11- 

29; Fig. 10); and 

displaying information associated with the call a display (28) of the wireless wide area 
network telephone (4) when the wireless wide area network telephone (4) is coupled to the 
base station (see col. 11, lines 60-67; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7, 9, "ref. 148, 150"), where message (e.g., 
caller ID) of an incoming call from the wireless telephone (4). Uchiyama does not 
specifically disclose having the feature communicating with an external device through a 
universal serial bus (USB) interface. However, the examiner maintains that the feature 
communicating with an external device through a interface was well known in the art, as 
taught by Alexis. 

As further support in the same field of endeavor, Alexis discloses the feature 
communicating with an external device (109,1 10) through a interface (see pg. 2, [0028]; pg. 
2-3, [0031]; Figs. 1,15, and 4), where the base unit (cradle 204) has interface circuitry (106) 
which connects to other devices (109, 110). Also, Alexis discloses of having interfaces of 
the cradle (204) being connected to.multiple communication devices (109, 1 10) (see pg. 2, 
[0028]; pg. 2-3, [0031]; Figs. 1, 15, and 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama and Alexis to have the feature 
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communicating with an external device through a interface, in order for users to make 
wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline communication device via a connected 
interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, [0007, 0009]). The combination of 
Uchiyama and Alexis does not specifically disclose having the feature communicating with 
an external device through a universal serial bus (USB) interface. However, the examiner 
maintains that the feature communicating with an external device through a universal serial 
bus (USB) interface was well known in the art, as taught by Jaggers. 

In the same field of endeavor, Jaggers discloses the feature communicating with an 
external device through a universal serial bus (USB) interface (see pg. 3, [0028]; pg. 2-3, 
[0027]; pg. 2, [0013]; Figs. 1A-D and 3). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature communicating with an external device through a universal serial bus (USB) 
interface, in order to enhance existing wireless communication device capabilities and 
features available in a docking station, as taught by Jaggers (see pg. 1, [001 1]). 

Regarding claims 38-39, and 42-45, the claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
set forth above (see claims 28, 29, and 32-35 respectively). 

Regarding claim 50, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 4), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 4, further comprising an alphanumeric keypad (18), 
wherein at least one of the first display (28) and the second display (52) is responsive to the 
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alphanumeric keypad (18) (see col. 6, lines 51-55; col 8, lines 26-37; col 11, lines 13-18; 
Figs. 1-5, 7, and 10). 

Regarding claim 51, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above (see claim 4), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses the apparatus (2) of claim 4, wherein at least one of the first display and the second 
display is responsive to text messages from the wireless wide area network telephone (4) (see 
col 11, lines 33-37,60-67; Figs. 1-2, 5, 7, 9 "ref. 148, 150"), where alphanumeric or text 
message (e.g., caller ID) of an incoming call from the wireless telephone (4) is received at 
the docking station (2) and the cordless telephone (6). In addition, Alexis also further 
discloses the feature wherein at least one of the first display and the second display is 
responsive to text messages from the wireless wide area network telephone (102) (see pg. 9, 
[0072, lines 34-41]; pg. 10, [0077, 0079]; Figs. 1 and 4), where the system uses caller ID 
(CID) protocol for sending information such as email, text, and messages which is displayed. 

Regarding claim 52, Uchiyama discloses the apparatus of claim 4, wherein at least 
one of the first display (28) and the second display (52) is a liquid crystal display (LCD) (see 
col. 7, line 14, 60; Figs. 1, 3 A, 4A, and 7). Uchiyama does not specifically disclose having 
the feature display capable of displaying video images received from a wireless wide area 
network. However, the examiner maintains that the feature display capable of displaying 
video images received from a wireless wide area network was well known in the art, as 
taught by Alexis. 
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Alexis further discloses the feature display capable of displaying video images 
received from a wireless wide area network (see pg. 10, [0078-0079]; pg. 1, [0009]; pg. 2, 
[0028-0029]; pg. 5, [0046]; Figs. 1, 4). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers to have 
the feature display capable of displaying video images received from a wireless wide area 
network, in order for users to make wireless telephone calls from a conventional landline 
communication device via a connected interface circuitry, as taught by Alexis (see pg. 1, 
[0007, 0009]). 

Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uchiyama (US 
6,766,175 B2) in view of Alexis (US 2004/0072544 Al) and Jaggers et al. (hereinafter 
Jaggers) (US 2002/0119800 Al) as applied to claim 6 above, and further in view of well 
known prior art (MPEP 2144.03). 

Regarding claim 7, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above, (see claim 6), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses wherein the driver is to communicate with the wireless local area telephone (6) (see 
col. 6, lines 55-61; Figs. 1, 5, 7), where cordless telephone (6) communicates with the 
docking station (2) via a 900 MHz transceiver. The combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and 
Jaggers does not specifically disclose having the feature at approximately 2.4 GHz. 
However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that it was well known in the art to 
have the feature at approximately 2.4 GHz. 
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As a note, one of ordinary skill in the art would clearly recognize that the feature at 
approximately 2.4 GHz is common knowledge. For example, Uchiyama further teaches a 
900 MHz transceiver is employed, however, any suitable frequency of operation may be used 
(see col. 6, lines 55-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers by specifically having the 
feature at approximately 2.4 GHz, for the purpose of communicating between the docking 
station and the cordless telephone. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed, as applied above, (see claim 6), in addition Uchiyama further 
discloses wherein the driver is to communicate with the wireless local area telephone (6) (see 
col. 6, lines 55-61; Figs. 1, 5, 7), where cordless telephone (6) communicates with the 
docking station (2) via a 900 MHz transceiver. The combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and 
Jaggers does not specifically disclose having the feature at approximately 5.8 GHz. 
However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that it was well known in the art to 
have the feature at approximately 5.8 GHz. 

As a note, one of ordinary skill in the art would clearly recognize that the feature at 
approximately 5.8 GHz is common knowledge. For example, Uchiyama further teaches a 
900 MHz transceiver is employed, however, any suitable frequency of operation may be used 
(see col. 6, lines 55-61). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers by specifically having the 
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feature at approximately 5.8 GHz, for the purpose of communicating between the docking 
station and the cordless telephone. 

Claims 24, 36, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Uchiyama (US 6,766,175 B2) in view of Alexis (US 2004/0072544 Al) and Jaggers et al. 
(hereinafter Jaggers) (US 2002/0119800 Al) as applied to claim 1, 34, and 44 above, and 
further in view of Harrison et al. (hereinafter Harrison) (US 2002/011190 Al). 

Regarding claim 24, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed as applied above in claim 1 . The combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, 
and Jaggers does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the first type of external 
device is a digital storage card. However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein 
the first type of external device is a digital storage card was well known in the art, as taught 
by Harrison. 

In the same field of endeavor, Harrison discloses the feature wherein the first type of 
external device is a memory flash card (39) which reads on the claimed "digital storage card" 
(see pg. 3, [0044]; pg. 1, [0015]; Fig. 2a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, Jaggers, and Harrison 
to have the feature wherein the first type of external device is a digital storage card, in order 
to have a base station to back up data for a portable device, as taught by Harrison (see pg. 1, 
[0012, 0015]). 
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Regarding claim 36, the combination of Uchiyama, Alexis, and Jaggers discloses 
every limitation claimed as applied above in claim 34. The combination of Uchiyama, 
Alexis, and Jaggers does not specifically disclose having the feature wherein the external 
device is a digital storage card. However, the examiner maintains that the feature wherein 
the external device is a digital storage card was well known in the art, as taught by Harrison. 

Harrison further discloses the feature wherein the external device is a memory flash 
card (39) which reads on the claimed "digital storage card" (see pg. 3, [0044]; pg. 1, [0015]; 
Fig. 2a). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Uchiyama, Alexis, Jaggers, and Harrison 
to have the feature wherein the external device is a digital storage card, in order to have a 
base station to back up data for a portable device, as taught by Harrison (see pg. 1, [0012, 
0015]). 

Regarding claim 46, the claim as applied to claim 44 is rejected for the same reasons 
as set forth above (see claim 36). 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 3-12, 18-19, 21-29, 32-39, 42-46, and 
50-52 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection 
necessitated by the new limitations and claims. 

In response to applicant's arguments, the Examiner respectfully disagrees as the 
applied reference(s) provide more than adequate support and to further clarify (see the above 
claims for relevant citations). 

6. Applicant amended the claim language but failed to provide support (i.e., page(s), 
line(s), and drawing(s)) for the newly amended claim language. The Examiner requests 
applicant to provide support for the response filed 30 October 2006 and any further amended 
claim language. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to Willie J. Daniel, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7907. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on (571) 272-7905 or Charles Appiah 
can be reached on (571) 272-7904. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 

applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 

for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 

about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 

to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 

(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 

access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 

571-272-1000. 

AVJD,JR/ 

WJD,JR 
09 January 2007 




